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ed and threateuied to continue to trespass thereon, and
d for an injunection and damageýs.
It was admitted that the plaintiff was the owner of thie
herly portion of lot No. 47, and the north-easterly por-

of lot No. 48 in the flrst concession of Sophiasburg>
ving titie thereto through the respective grantees thereof
i the Crown, viz.,- James Cotter, Wait Rtoss and, Ri. B.
ger.

Uhe plaintiff contended that the land in dispute was in-
ed in the grauts to -Cotter, Rloss and Conger. This the
iidant denied and the plaintiff's paper title depended on
Lher the west part of Cotters Island was covered by
patenits in question.

,otter's Island lies a short distance northerly of the main
.. The intervaiiing space graduall1y hecame filed up with

ment deposited by lake currents and washings f ri the
i land, and !wiat at one turne was open water is now marsh,
1h at places inLv be crossed by vehicles. and the plaintiff


